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TELCON 

Ball 

The President 

November 16, 1965 , 4:45 P.M. 
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President called to ask what is this midnight brandy- 
conversation between Stevenson and Sevareid that got us turning 
down a poor North Vietnamese desire to make peace. 
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Ball said this is the situation — apparently Adlai S was 
not a very good communicator of things that were on his mind. 

The background is as follows: About a year ago before the 

elections and apparently soon after elections S told Rusk 
that the Sec Gen had been talking to him but indicated it was in 
rather vague terms about some kind of meeting that might take 
place between the US and Hanoi. The Sec Gen had undertaken^ 
through the Russians to feel out Hanoi who indicated they were 
prepared to talk. He checked with the Burmese Govt and found 
that Rangoon was all right for the meeting but there was no 
indication on Hanoi's part that : they were willing to move at all 
from their hard line. It was made clear that SVN would not be 
included. This would be talks between NVN and the US. . Rusk 
discouraged this with S and said we are interested in any 
indication from the other side that there would be some give 
on their part. Nothing came of this. On Feb. 24 U Thant had 
a press conference and he said if Americans knew what the story 
was they might have a different view. He had had some discussions 
which indicated- great willingnesss on part of the NVN to talk, 
Thant said. 

On the following day Rusk had a talk with U Thant on the 
phone and the* people in N.Y had an interview with Thant and this 
story came forward. Thant had a feeling he was on the verge of 
a great settlement but it had never gotten through to us. It was 
clear that he had nothing other than a possible procedural 
arrangeEnt where a representative of the US would talk to a 
representative of the Hanoi Govt. 

Thant was very dug in about it and Ball thought the President 
might recall that at that time we had some rough exchanges because 
Thant was taking * a~ high and mighty attitude toward the US and the 
fact that the American people were not fully informed. Apparently 
this is what Stevenson told Sevareid shortly before he died and he 
had attributed this turn down to Bob McNamara — which was silly 
because he had not. Ball said we wanted to answer it but we 
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did not want to get into a fight with Thant. We could not 
get into details of this and we were going to leave it at that. 
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Ball said when the spokesman for State handled it he had 
gotten confused and indicated more of a confirmation of the 
incident re McNamara than he should have. It was a mistake and 
he went beyond his instructions although his instructions were 
quite clear. 

Ball continued that we had a deal with Thant worked out 
day before yesterday that he would make no comment and that he 
would say that any conversations that went on were privileged 
• and confidential and he was not going to discuss them. Thant 
is now saying major concessions should be made, etc. 

Ball said we were trying to avoid having Thant say we were 
liars again and blowing this thing up. 

The President asked if Stevenson ever presented this to 
the President. Ball said he talked once to Rusk after/meeting 
and again in a telephone conversation. Ball continued that in 
August of *64 Stevenson spoke to Rusk and again in late November 
but Stevenson was so vague about it. There was no indication to 
Rusk there was anything in it. Rusk asked Stevenson to see if 
he could develop it further as to substance, adding that we did 
tot want to get trapped in a situation where we had a representative 
talking to the NVN since this would get the Saigon Govt upset- 

Ball said he did not want to get back, into the same atmosphere 
that existed when Thant originally raised it last February. 

President said he wondered now how many people were going 
around telling stories over brandy to Sevareid. Ball said he 
realized this is one of the problems. 
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